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Summary

16
Understanding the local socioeconomic context is important for the design of appropriate assets, but allows the local people choose the most appropriate indicators. We demonstrate 24 our approach using a case study from the Solomon Islands. We found poor households in (Lawlor et al. 2010) . In response to the failure of 'fortress' conservation efforts that often had 40 necessary to develop targeted conservation and development strategies. Poverty is understood 66 to be a multi-dimensional concept, incorporating elements of political disempowerment, a 67 lack of access to critical investments such as education, and economic exclusion, rather than 68 just low levels of wealth (Sen 1993 inaccuracy in recollection, and sensitivity of certain types of income (e.g. illegal extraction).
73
Income may not provide the best indicator of wealth inequality, particularly for short-term 74 studies (see Nielsen et al., 2012) often required in community-conservation efforts. Income 75 data also fail to reflect the full amount of resources available to a household, including 76 productive assets (e.g. livestock) and financial assets (e.g. savings), which can be used as rural community-conservation projects. We demonstrate our approach using a remote and 129 data-deficient region of the Solomon Islands where there is no prior information on poverty. 
161
The market economy was introduced to the Solomon Islands far later than in other 162 developing countries (Furusawa & Ohtsuka 2006 were then asked to identify items or characteristics that changed across these categories were differences in the information collected (e.g. household members, age) between January 218 and July, the average value was used for analysis. an ANOVA.
230
To explore the variation in household demographics, a PCA was also applied to the 
238
To identify the main characteristics of the poor, the constructed household wealth score was 
Results
256
Data was collected from 74 households across three communities (Table 1) . Respondents had 257 a mean age of 47.5 (±15.0) years, with an average of 5.6 (±2.4) years of education.
258
Households had an average of 5 members (±2.1), with a mean of 2.4 (±1.6) children (those 259 under 18 years).
260
Focus group discussions indicated that wealthier households owned more of the 261 locally defined indicators, which was corroborated with analysis of asset ownership (Table   262 2). PCA of these assets generated three components that together explained 71.4% of the 263 variation (Table 3 ). The first component was composed of chickens with the greatest positive 
275
A PCA of household social structure data generated three components that together 276 explained 79 % of the variation (Table 4) weighted averages of parameter estimates were calculated (Table 5) . additional information to be elicited that would have been difficult to achieve otherwise.
327
Focus group discussions revealed that people felt the poor's social position could be 328 improved through hard work and a recurring theme was that the poor were lazy. For example, These results may help planning of appropriate community-based conservation and 338 development initiatives to benefit the poorest. We are grateful to the villagers of Toroa, Huni, Katoro, Pa'a, Nama, Borowe, Naopaworo.
400
Taratarena and Narame, and particularly thank research assistants: James Ta'ata, Freda 
